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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response the applicants 1 amendment received on January 
5,2007. 

2. Claims 1-40 are presented for examination. 

3. The applicants have amended claims 1,19, and 33 in the amendment received 
on January 5, 2007. 

4. Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 1-40 have been fully considered but 
are deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Remarks 

5. The examiner kindly thanks the applicants for the amendment to independent 
claims 1,19, and 33. The examiner has carefully reviewed the amended claims and 
has concluded that independent claims 1, 19, and 33 remain non-statutory claims under 
35 USC §101 for the reasons presented below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: ^ c!: - r > i-^ ^ - ft r •* 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 1,19, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. As follows: r 4 h i : r< 
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Claims 1,19, and 33 comprise a plurality of binding statements. These binding 
statements consist of program code used to develop a user interface. Further, these 
binding statements consist of software. The software code consisting of a plurality of 
binding statements should be comprised within a computing device, wherein the 
computing device implements the binding statements, in an effort to make the software 
code executable. 

Independent claim 1 only states that the binding engine is executed by a 
computer. However, independent claims 1 and 19 should state that the binding 
statements as a whole are comprised within a computing device (i.e., "computer") and 
the computing device "executes" the claimed binding statements. 

Lastly, independent claim 33 states that a computer-readable storage device 
comprises executable instructions, however during the program execution, the 
execution of the program needs to be executed by a computing device/ 3 '' 

Claim Rejection*- 35 USC §102 icn tc 1 ' ^ : 
8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this seiction made in this' Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for, patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated ^e;United States and : was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. ~ 
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9. Claims 1-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bent et 
al. (Publication No.: US 2004/023091 1 , filed October 23, 2003, hereinafter Bent). 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1 .1 31 . 

1 0. Regarding Claim 1 , Bent teaches a system and method for controlling user 
interface properties with data. 

The method and associated for controlling user interface properties with data as 
taught or suggested by Bent includes: ->cw.-. ^^..^Joj. rfei&,ttt-.v. 

- a data binding engine (H0016, 'binding engine, element 224') executing on a 
computer (^0015, 'computing device, element 100) that receives a plurality of binding 
statements specified by declarative statements (1J0019, i.e., elements 260-272, lf0055- 
0057, 'Creation means 400-410 creates the binding 5 tfirough'man^up^)' provided during 
code development of user interface software (1J0016 and 1025, The application 202 
also includes code (hereinafter 1 referred to as user interface 206)'), the plurality' of 
binding statements comprising at least a first binding statement and a second binding 
statement fl[0021 and 0022, 'the bindtype includes one Way, twoWay, and oneTime'), 
the binding engine evaluating the plurality of binding statements to determine content 



„-!,£ lU'ji ..iiii receives a niupihty : 
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displayed in a user interface during execution of the user interface software (^0022 and 
0023). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 2, Bent teaches binding statements is associated with an 
execution priority (1J0060, 0064, and 0065). 

12. Regarding Claim 3, Bent teaches execution priority is indicated by a sequence of 
the plurality of binding statements fl|0060, 0064, and 0065). 

1 3. Regarding Claim 4, Bent teaches first binding statement is associated with a first 
priority and the second binding statement is associated with a second priority (^0060, 
0064, and 0065). 

14. Regarding Claims 5 and 7, the limitations of this claim has been noted in the 
rejection of claims 3 and 4 presented above. They are therefore' rejected as set forth 
above. 

15. Regarding Claim 6, the limitations of this claim has been noted in the rejection of 
claims 3 and 4 presented above. They are therefore rejected as set forth above. 

16. Regarding Claim 8, Bent teaches the first binding statement cdmprises a data 
source (H0066, '...binding should use as the source data item.', 1J0072, '...binding 
properties to data sources, data source classes..'.'): ! i--t,-...s . . 

17. Regarding Claim 9, Bent teaches an object accessed via a URI (1J0592). 

18. Regarding Claim 10, Bent teaches an XML source (U0098). 

1 9. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Bent teaches the data source comprises an object model 
(1J0087). . /v«. . ■.. i;,v!ui,,v.s rov;...csj a 

20. Regarding Claim 12, Bent teaches a database query language fl|0093). 
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21 . Regarding Claim 13, Bent teaches a binding path (1J0134). 

22. Regarding Claim 14, Bent teaches a binding path is expressed as an XML Xpath 
(1J0065 and 0134). 

23. Regarding Claim 1 5, Bent teaches the binding path comprises an object path 
(110134). 

24. Regarding Claim 1 6, Bent teaches the first binding statement comprises an 
expression fl|0065, 7Customer/Order[@OrderlD=10]/Amount)"). 

25. Regarding Claims 1 7, Bent teaches the first binding statement evaluates 
successfully comprised determining that the expression evaluates to true (1J0309). 

26. Regarding Claim 1 8, Bent teaches the second binding statement comprises a 
default value and the default value is used to update a target when only the second 
binding statement evaluates successfully (1(0054). " 

27. Regarding Claim 19, the limitations of this claim has been noted in the rejection 
of claim 1 presented above. In addition, Bent receiving a priority order indicating an 
order of execution of the plurality of binding statements (H0060), the first binding 
statement associated with a highest priority and the second binding statement 
associated with a next highest priority (fl0060 and 0063); and executing the first binding 
statement (H0060 and 0063). . , - ....;<!■;., . v. > 

28. Regarding Claims 20 and 28, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 7 presented above. They are therefore rejected as set forth above. 

29. Regarding Claim 21 , the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection 
of claims 2, 4, and 5 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 
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30. Regarding Claim 22, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection 
of claim 18 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

31 . Regarding Claim 23 and 24, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 7 presented above. They are therefore rejected as set forth above. 

32. Regarding Claims 25 and 30, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 presented above. They are therefore rejected as set forth above. 

33. Regarding Claim 26, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection 
of claim 10 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

34. Regarding Claim 27, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection 
of claim 16 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

35. Regarding Claim 29, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection 
of claim 18 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

36. Regarding Claim 31 , Bent teaches data binding paths associated with the 
plurality of binding statements for a change notification (^0343). ''* 

37. Regarding Claim 32, Bent teaches re-evaluating the plurality of binding 
statements in response to the change notification (1(0343)/ ' 1 r 

38. Regarding Claim 33, Bent teaches a target to at least a first data element and a 
second data element of a plurality of data ; elements of a source using a collection of 
binding statements (H0017, 0022, 0032) in a declarative markup language (H0055, 
'Creation means 400-410 creates the binding through markup.', U0062, '...expressed 
using a markup language...'), wherein the collection of binding statements are provided 
during program development of a user interface (1J00 16, 0055/0056, and 0058) where 
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the collection of binding statements is evaluated to determine content displayed in the 
user interface during program execution fl[0016, 0055, 0056, 0058, and 1025). 

39. Regarding Claims 34-40, the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejections of claims 1-33 presented above. They are therefore rejected as set forth 
above. 

Conclusion 

40. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

a. Marcos et al. (Patent No. 6,262,729) teaches a method and apparatus for 
binding user interface objects to application objects; and '" " : ? jn: l H' 

b. Goodisman (Patent No. 6,330,006) teaches a method and apparatus for 
synchronizing an application's interface and 'data. c 11 s ■ u 

41 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). ..,:;/u <:;.,;. 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

NAME OF CONTACT 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl Lewis whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
41 13. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-3780. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is (571) 

273-8300. 

(571 ) 273-41 1 3 (Use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for 
"INFORMAL" or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal 
paper/amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions.). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/ Technology Center (571 ) 272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Cheryl Lewis 
Patent Examiner 
March 15, 2007 
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